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Attachment 1 
 
Guidelines (taken from USDI-BLM 1997b): 
  

1. Use grazing management practices and/or facilities to maintain or promote significant 
progress toward adequate amounts of ground cover to support infiltration, maintain soil 
moisture storage and stabilize soils. 

2. Locate livestock management facilities away from riparian areas wherever they conflict 
with achieving or maintaining riparian-wetland functions. 

3. Use grazing management practices and/or facilities to maintain or promote soil 
conditions that support water infiltration, plant vigor, and permeability rates and 
minimize soil compaction appropriate to site potential. 

4. Implement grazing management practices that provide periodic rest or deferment during 
critical growth stages to allow sufficient regrowth to achieve and maintain healthy, 
properly functioning conditions, including good plant vigor and adequate vegetative 
cover appropriate to site potential. 

5. Maintain or promote grazing management practices that provide sufficient residual 
vegetation to improve, restore, or maintain healthy riparian-wetland functions and 
structure for energy dissipation, sediment capture, ground water recharge, streambank 
stability, and wildlife habitat appropriate to site potential. 

6. The development of springs, seeps or other projects affecting water and associated 
resources shall be designed to protect the ecological functions, wildlife habitat, and 
significant cultural and historical/ archaeological/ paleontological values associated with 
the water source. 

7. Apply grazing management practices to maintain, promote, or progress toward 
appropriate stream channel and streambank morphology and functions.  Adverse impacts 
due to livestock grazing will be addressed. 

8. Apply grazing management practices that maintain or promote the interaction of the 
hydrologic cycle, nutrient cycle, and energy flow that will support the appropriate types 
and amounts of soil organisms, plants and animals appropriate to soil type, climate and 
landform. 

9. Apply grazing management practices to maintain adequate plant vigor for seed 
production, seed dispersal, and seedling survival of desired species relative to soil type, 
climate and landform. 

10. Implement grazing management practices and/or facilities that provide for complying 
with the Idaho Water Quality Standards. 

11. Use grazing management practices developed in recovery plans, conservation 
agreements, and Endangered Species Act, Section 7 consultations to maintain or improve 
habitat for federally listed threatened, endangered, and sensitive plants and animals. 

12. Apply grazing management practices and/or facilities that maintain or promote the 
physical and biological conditions necessary to sustain native plant populations and 
wildlife habitats in native plant communities. 

13. On areas seeded predominantly with non-native plants, use grazing management 
practices to maintain or promote the physical and biological conditions to achieve healthy 
rangelands. 
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14. Where native communities exist, the conversion to exotic communities after disturbance 
will be minimized. 

15.  Use non-native plant species for rehabilitation only in those situations where: 
  a. native species are not readily available in sufficient quantities; 
  b. native plant species cannot maintain or achieve the standards; or 
  c. non-native plant species provide for management and protection of   
              native rangelands 
 Include a diversity of appropriate grasses, forbs, and shrubs in rehabilitation efforts. 

16. On burned areas, allow natural regeneration when it is determined that populations of 
native perennial shrubs, grasses, and forbs are sufficient to revegetated the site.  Rest 
burned or rehabilitated areas to allow recovery or establishment of perennial plant 
species. 

17. Carefully consider the effects of new management facilities (e.g. water developments, 
fences) on healthy and properly functioning rangelands prior to implementation. 

18. Use grazing management practices, where feasible, for wildfire control and to reduce the 
spread of targeted undesirable plants (e.g., cheatgrass, medusahead wildrye, and noxious 
weeds while enhancing vigor and abundance of desirable native or seeded species. 

19. Employ grazing management practices that promote natural forest regeneration and 
protect reforestation projects until the Idaho Forest Practices Act requirements for timber 
stand replacement are met. 

20. Design management fences to minimize adverse impacts, such as habitat fragmentation, 
to maintain habitat integrity and connectivity for native plants and animals. 

 
 


